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non-violent crowd and were court-martialled and sentenced to
long terms of imprisonment. The British trade with India was
Iiit\ard by the economic boycott during 1930-34.84 Satyagraha
thus brought tremendous pressure to bear on the British.

Further non-violence raised Indian politics to the level of
high idealism and saved Indian nationalism from exclusiveness
and opportunism. Thus the non-violent movements exalted
India's dignity and raised her status in her own eyes as well as
in those of the world. But being based on the non-violence of
the weak the Congress failed, after freedom was achieved, to
mould the life of the country according to the principles of
non-violence.

Some of the anarchists (e.g., Bakunin, Kropotkin and
Russian Nihilists), revolutionary syndicalists and Marxists
reject non-violence as an inadequate technique of resistance and
consider violence as the indispensable means of transforming
the present social order and ridding it of war, capitalism and
exploitation.85 Marx was against anarcho-syndicalist belief in
individual acts of terror and "the propaganda of the deed".
Individual forms of violence, according to Marxists, invariably

84 India's import of cotton goods decreased from 71.9 crores in 1927-28
to 26.1 crores in 1931-32 and 21.3 crores in 1933-34. Britain's share in the
import of piecegoods fell from 78.2 per cent in 1927-28 to 53.5 per cent in
1933-34. The fall in the British share in the import of piecegoods was also
due to the Japanese efficiency.  (The Indian Year  Book   from   1927-28   to
1935-36).
85 In his Amsterdam speech (Sept. 8, 1872) Marx conceded the possibi-
lity that in countries like England workers might be able to attain their end
peacefully, though in continental countries force was indispensable for the
attainment of the dominion of labour. In 1881, however, he said to Hyndman,
"England is the one country in which a peaceful revolution is possible, but,"
he added after a pause, "history does not tell us so." Force is indispensable
because it is the only means to dispossess the bourgeoisie, which throttles
the progress of society, of the instruments of social production. The State,
which is the governmental arm of the nation's industry, is the product and
the manifestation of the irreconcilability of class antagonisms. The source
of power of the State lies in an armed force which is not identical with or
a part of the working population but is separate from it. The liberation of
the oppressed class is impossible without the destruction of the machinery
of State power. Boris Nicolaivsky and Otto Maenchen-Helfen, Karl Marxi
Man and Fighter (tr. by Gwenda David and Eric Mosbacher), pp. 363-64 &
380; Sydney Hook, Karl Marx, Gh. VIII, see also his article on "Violence" in
the Encyclopaedia of Social Sciences:, Lenin, State and Revolution, Ch. I.